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of its legitimate functions. The Supreme Court, accord-
ingly, invalidated the act passed by the State legislature of
Maryland as being repugnant to the Supreme Law of
the land.
Again in 1837 Chief Justice Taney in deliver ing
judgment of the Court in the case « The Proprietors of
the Charles River Bridge' versus 'The Proprietors of
the Warren Bridge' (commonly called the Charles River
Bridge Case. 11, Peters, 420), invalidated an act passed
by the State legislature of Masachnsetts.* These and many
other decisions by the Supreme Court of America have
gone a great way in interpreting the Constitution and
upholding its supremacy. But recently the U. S. A.
Supreme Court has been criticised as being extremely
conservative in interpreting the letter of the American
Constitution.
But where the Americans   completely succeeded in
establishing a federal  Judiciary  competent  to protect the
rights of all the parties concerned the Swiss, although they
copied most of their constitution from the Americans, have
signally  failed   to achieve the   object  of making their
Judiciary what it ought to be in the circumstances of their
federation.   Afraid  of entrusting any independent body
with the exercise of eveu judicial  powers they have pro-
vided  for   the   election of  the  judges   by  the Federal
Assembly, and have fixed their term which makes them
dependent upon the will of the legislature*   The Court is a
creation of the constitution of the year 1848 but the subse-
quent revisions as well as the volume of legislation have
increased the sphere of its jurisdiction.   But the Court does
not posses the power to declare any act or statute uncon-
stitutional and so it cannot function as the upholder of the
Constitution, although in actual practice the system does
not work as unsatisfactory as it appears to be in theory,
* Leading cases on the Constitution of the United States.' pp. 17-27.

